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An Important
Indicator of
Educational Progress

Since 1969, NAEP has been the
sole, ongoing national indicator
of what American students know
and can do in major academic
subjects.

Over the years, NAEP has
measured students’ achievement
in many subjects, including
reading, mathematics, science,
writing, geography, civics, and
the arts. In 2001, NAEP con-
ducted a national assessment in
geography at grades 4, 8, and 12.

NAEP is a project of the
National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES) in the U.S.
Department of Education and is
overseen by the National Assess-
ment Governing Board (NAGB).

Improvements Seen in NAEP
2001 Geography Results at Grades 4 and

Results for the National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP) 2001 geography assessment show that the average
scores of fourth- and eighth-grade students have improved
since 1994. The average score of twelfth-grade students,
however, has not changed significantly.

A Graig & |

% Significantly different from 1994,
SOURGCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of
Educational Progress {NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography Assessments.

standard error—a range of a few points plus or
minus the score—which accounts for potential

This geography assessment was first adminis-
tered to nationally representative samples of
fourth-, eighth-, and twelfth-grade students in
1994. The figure above shows national average
scores in 1994 and 2001 based on a 0-500
NAEP geography scale at each grade.

In 2001, the average scores of fourth- and

score fluctuation due to sampling error and
measurement error. Statistical tests that factor in
these standard errors are used to determine
whether the differences between average scores are:
significant. Estimates based on smaller subgroups
are likely to have relatively large standard errors.
As a consequence, some seemingly large differences
may not be statistically significant.Only scatisti-
cally significant differences are cited in this report.

eighth-graders improved in comparison to

1994, The 2001 score for twelfth-graders was

not statistically different from the 1994 score.
It should be noted that every test score has a

U.S. Department of Education & Office of Educational Research and Improvement © NCES 2002-485
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The Nation’s Report Card

Achievement
Levels Provide
Yardstick for
Student
Performance

Achievement levels provide
a context for interpreting
student performance on
NAEP. These performance
standards, set by NAGB and
based on recommendations
from broadly representative
panels of educators and
members of the public,
detrermine what studencs
should know and be able to
do for the Basic, Proficient,
and Advanced levels of
performance in each subject
area and at cach grade
assessed.

As provided by law, the
Deputy Commissioner of
Education Statistics, upon
review of a congressionally
mandated evaluation of
NAEP, has determined that
the achievement levels are to
be used on a trial basis and
should be interpreted and
used with caution.

However, both the Deputy
Commissioner and NAGB
believe that these perfor-
mance standards are useful
for understanding trends in
student achievement. NAEP
achievement levels have
been widely used by na-
tional and state officials.

Detailed descriptions of the
NAEP geography achieve-
ment levels can be found

on the NAEP Web Site at
heep://nces.ed.gov,

nationsreportcard.

Gains Seen in Fourth- and Eighth-Graders’
2001 Achievement-Level Performance

The 2001 geography assessment results show some changes since 1994 in the percentages of
students at or above the NAEP achievement levels. At grades 4 and 8, the percentage of students
performing at or above Basic increased between 1994 and 2001, although there were no statistically
significant changes in the percentages of students performing at or above Proficient and at Ad-
vanced. At grade 12, however, the percentages of students performing at or above the Basic and
Proficient levels and at Advanced in 2001 were not statistically different from 1994.

Percentage of students within and at or above achievement levels,
grades 4, 8, and 12: 1994 and 2001

How to Read These Figures:
® The italicized percentages to the right of the shaded bars represent the percentages of students at or above Basic and Proficient.
@ The percentages in the shaded bars represent the percentages of students within each achievement level.

Grade 4 Grade 8
i 3% 2% 4% 4%
proficient | 19% 19% At or above . o
22% 2% | Y oroicient  Proficient | 24% 26% At or aiove
rolelen 28% J0% | | proficient
Basic % 53 sasic | (8% MR
At or above At or above
70% 74%* | Basic 71% 74%* Basic
Bel m Below % o
0:?; W Basic 2673
1994 2001 1994 2001
Grade 12
Advanced 2% 1%
Proficient | 25%, 7% 23% 25% | fl or above
sasic | 859 diped * Significantly different from 1994,
70% 7% Aor shove NOTE: Percentages within each geography achievement-level range may not
Basic add to 100, or to the exact percentages at or above achievement levels, due to
rounding.
z‘::;: a% &% SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educationa) Research and
Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography Assessments.
1994 2001

Achievement Levels

BaSi C: This level denotes partial mastery of prerequisite knowledge and skills that are fundamen-
tal for proficient work at each grade.

Proficient: this tevel represents solid academic performance for each grade assessed. Students
reaching this level have demonstrated competency over challenging subject matter, including subject-
matter knowledge, application of such knowledge to real-world situations, and analytical skills
appropriate to the subject matter. '

Advanced: T evel signifies superior performance.
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Gains Made

Looking at how scores
changed across the perfor-
mance distribution clarifies
the source of the improve-
ment in the average national
score at grades 4 and 8. An
examination of scores at

Scale score percentiles

Grade 4
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¥ Significantly difierent from 1994.

, grades 4, 8, and 12:

different percentiles on the
0-500 geography scale at each
grade indicates whether or not
the changes seen in the
national average score results
are reflected in the perfor-
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mance of lower-, middle-, and
higher-performing students.
The percentile indicates the
percentage of students whose
scores fell below a particular
average score.

1984 and 2001
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography Assessments.
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by Lower-Performing Fourth- and Eighth-Graders

As shown in the figures below,
there were some changes
between 1994 and 2001 at
various points in the score
distribution for fourth- and
eighth-graders, but no seatisti-
cally significant changes for
twelfth-graders.

At grades 4 and 8, score
increases between 1994 and
2001 at the 10¢h and 25th
percentiles indicate an improve-
ment for lower-performing
students.

At grade 12, performance
across the score distribution
in 2001 was not statistically
different from 1994—a
finding that reflects the results
seen in the overall national
average scorfe at this grade.

NAEP 2001 Geography Assessment Design:
Framework, Accommodations, and Samples

The NAEP geography frame-
work that describes the content
for both the 1994 and 2001
assessments was developed
through a national consensus
process and adopted by
NAGB.

The geography framework is
organized along two dimen-
sions, a content dimension and
a cognitive dimension. The
content dimension is divided
into three areas: Space and
Place, Environment and

Society, and Spatial Dynamics
and Connections. The three
cognitive areas are labeled as
Knowing, Understanding, and
Applying.

The complete framework is

available at the NAGB Web Site
at htep:/ nagb.org.

The results presented here are
based on a national sample that
included special-needs students;
however, no testing accommo-
dations were offered to these

students. As a consequence, a
small percentage of sampled
students were excluded from
the assessment because they
could not be tested meaning-
fully without accommoda-
tions. No testing accommoda-
tions were offered in 1994 or
2001 so that results from the
2 assessment years could be
compared. However, a second
set of 2001 resulcs is available
that is based on a sample for
which accommodations were

provided. This second set of
results is presented in the full
report, The Nation’s Report
Card: Geography 2001, and on
the NAEP Web Site at hup://
nces.ed gov/nationsreporrcard.
In addition, the percentage of
students excluded from both
samples is provided.
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Subgroup Data Reveal How Various

Groups of Students Performed on NAEP

In addition to reporting
information on all students’
performance on its assess-
ments, NAEP also studies the
performance of various
subgroups of students. The
geography achievement of

subgroups of students in

2001 reveals whether they

have progressed since 1994,
as well as how they performed

in comparison to other
subgroups in 2001.

When reading these subgroup
results, it is important to keep
in mind that there is no
simple, cause-and-effect
relationship between member-

ship in a subgroup and

achievement on NAEP, A
complex mix of educational
and socioeconomic factors
may interact to affect student
performance.

Average Geography Scores hy Gender

The figures below present
average geography scores for
males and females in 1994 and
2001. There were no statistically
significant changes from 1994
to 2001 in the average scores
of either male or female

students at any of the chree
grades.

Although the score point
differences across years for
both male and female students
at grades 4 and 8 appear
similar to those for the

population as a whole, the
smaller sample size and
slightly larger standard error
for each of the two subgroups
prevented the statistical tests
from reaching the significant
level.

Average geography scale scores by gender, grades 4, 8, and 12: 1994 and 2001

Grade 4

500/L

250
240
230
220
210
200
190 |

o[

212
208 2: ﬁ
203 207

1994 2001

500/L

280
210
260
250
240
230
220

P, -

o[

262
258

Grade 8

264
260

1994

2001

Grade 12

500 |
290 288 287
280 | 281 :::(IPZBZ
270
260
250
240
230

//

o[

1994 2001

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educationa! Research and Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography Assessments.

O Male

In 2001, male students at all
three grades had higher average
scores than female students.
The gap between male and
female scudents’ average
scores did not change signifi-
cantly between 1994 and 2001.

B Female
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gender

Achievement-Level Results by Gender

The percentages of male and  achievement-level results for A comparison of the differences

fernale students at or above males and females shows no  in the percentages of male and
the Basic and Proficient statistically significant female students at or above the
geography achievement levels  increases or decreases since Basic and Proficient levels in
are presented below. Compar- 1994 at all three grades. 2001 shows higher percentages
ing the 1994 and 2001 of male than of female stu-

Achievement-level results by gender, grades 4, 8, and 12: 1994 and 2001

dents at or above Proficient
at grades 4 and 8. At grade
12, a higher percentage of
males than females were at or
above Basic and at or above
Profscient.

(ale % atorabove Bas

90 . . . 90 Di
1 % at or above Proficient
80 80
10 sl 10 SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and
‘‘‘‘ HH T Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National
60 | 1 i 60 Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography
s 0 k ‘ : — Assessments.
_50_‘ i - 50
L N

a0 40
30 J‘ f,] P 30
20 ' 20
10 L 10
0L —_— P Ll 0 | 41y

‘94 0 94 ‘01 ‘94 01 - ‘94 01 ‘94 01 ‘94 0

Grade4  Grade8  Grade 12 ", Grade4  Grade8  Grade 12
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Average Geography Scores by Race/Ethnicity

Students who took the NAEP  ing Alaska Native). The figures  ent changes for other groups At all three grades, White

geography assessment were below show the average of students were not statisti- students, Asian/Pacific Is-
asked to indicate which of the  geography scores for students  cally significant. lander students, and American
following racial/ethnic in these subgroups at grades 4, The 2001 results show a Indian students had higher

average scores than their Black
and Hispanic peers. Hispanic
students had higher average
scores than Black students at
grades 8 and 12,

subgroups best described 8,and 12 in 1994 and 2001.
them: White, Black, His-
panic, Asian/Pacific Islander,

continuing pattern of average
At grade 4, the average score  score differences between the

American Indian (includ of Black students was higher racial/ethnic subgroups.
or American Indian (includ- in 2001 chan in 1994. Appar-

Average geography scale scores by race/ethnicity, grades 4, 8, and 12: 1994 and 2001
Grade 4 Grade 8 Grade 12

® White M Hispanic
300 ): 300 x 500 J: O Asian/Pacific Islander O Black
T 7 1 Al Ind
220 218 B::Lzzz 280 300 merican Indian
210 | 2 22 979 | 2n0 gjggg 200 | *' e
200 199 260 264 L261 980 | 285 288« sigificanty difeen rom 1950,
193 — 2 et extimote. ot Aerican
190 83 184 250 | 8 270 | 268 Ij 210 fn students o grade 12 n 1994
180 181 240 | 239 40260 | g5 0 et tesachon
1, Nati 1
170 | 18 ¢ 230 | 229 250 Education Statitics, National
Assessment of Educational Progress
160 220 240 &NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography
P P P ssessments.
o[ o[ o[
1994 2001 1994 2001 ~ 1994 2001

Average Geography Score Gaps Between Selected Racial/Ethnic Subgroups

Average score differences in 1994 and 2001 Score differences by race/ethnicity, grades 4, 8, and 12: 1994 and 2001
between White students and Black students White—8lack White —Hispanic
and between White students and Hispanic =0 2001
students are presented in the figures shown to P 2o 40k 3 1038 me 1394
the right. Results from the 2001 geography S ——— () s ﬁ' 35
assessment reflect a narrowing of the score © 2038 = 013
gap between White students and Black :.f —— 4() § *31
students at grade 4. ~ o

2 %032 r 2021

s r—o 33 s 023

0 1'0 20 310 40 50 0 1IO 20 30 40 50
Score differences Score differences

* Significantly different from 1994.
NOTE: Score differences are calculated based on differences between unrounded average scale scores.

SGURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational R hand | National Center for Education
Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography Assessments.
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Achievement-Level Results by Race/Ethnicity
Achievement-level results for  had higher percentages at or above the Basic and Proficient  the Basic and Proficient levels
the racial/ethnic subgroups above Basic in 2001 compared ~ geography achievement levels  at all three grades. There were
are presented in the figures to 1994. At grade 8, White from 1994 to 2001 were also higher percentages of
below. While there have been  students were the only group  statistically significant. American Indian students
some gains since 1994 ac to show any improvement, . , - than Black or Hispanic
. ; . Comparing the subgroups .
grades 4 and 8, not all with an increase in the . students at or above Basic at
) performance in 2001 shows .
subgroups of students have percentage at or above Basic. . . all three grades and higher
_ higher percentages of White
improved. At grade 12, none of the . . percentages at or above
b _— and Asian/Pacific Islander Profici de 12
At grade 4, both White apparent a“fg“ lf the students than of Black and roficient at grade 12.
students and Black students percentages of students atOr Hicpanic students at or above
Achievement-level results by race/ethnicity, grades 4, 8, and 12: 1994 and 2001
e |
90 90 90
(P RN ) 80 80
81
0 Ml i_ } L_rﬂi n 10 10
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00 0 }__ {_ — R 60
S0 50 50 o
wl PN a g 1 p_o]e] |®|[e] [w]™
| =1 | H { * 40
30 4 E E_ — e 30 U S 30 . IS I
LE,;__;_ﬁ_;._ L{ | | 2 IR O
{ i I |
10§ e 10 | i 10_o 10 o | fg Mo
] ] il 3[5—!55@ 5 (14 18 I i
0 1 UL 0 Lol Do 0
'94 ‘01 94 M ‘94 M ‘94 0 ‘94 0 ‘94 01 ‘94 0 ‘94 01 ‘94 0
Grade4  Grade8  Grade 12 Grade4  Grade8  Grade 12 Graded  Grade8  Grade 12
Asian/Pacific Islander ﬂ % at or above Basic
90 90
80 80 [” % at or above Proficient
70 Tl — %} 70 . w1 * Significantly different from 1994.
| [_ nh 69 121 ]72 { L (_ NOTE: Sample size was insufficient to permit a
60 oL i ——1 1 60 . les] I ! relizlljhleizestir?;!t)tlzl for American Indian students at
. 1 TN 621 - : — grade 12 in .
50 ‘ l 0o oo 50 L ’ 5 L ]_ SOURCE: U.S. Department of Educatian, Office of
I—— ] o i q o ! Educational Research and Improvement, National
40 ! ( Py S 40 | | | N Center for Education Statistics, National
—————i 7 :—' y }—’ F ;—— - 1——- ﬂ (_—32 — Asze;zr(?lerg of Edu:akiunal Progrtess (NAEP), 1994
1o : fohat ; an eography Assessments.
By B — B A -
20 [ [ = 20 L e
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Average Geography Scores by Type of School

Schools that participate in
NAEP assessments are
classified as either public or
nonpublic. Looking at
students’ performance within
school type indicates that
eighth-grade public school
students’ average score was

higher in 2001 than in 1994.

None of the other apparent
changes by school type were
statistically significant. In
2001, as in 1994, fourth-,
eighth-, and twelfth-graders
attending nonpublic schools
had higher scores, on average,
than their peers attending
public schools. Readers

should, however, avoid
making assumptions about
the comparative quality of
instruction in public and
nonpublic schools when
reading this informacion.
Socioeconomic and sociologi-
cal factors that may affect
student performance should

Average geography scale scores by type of school, grades 4, 8, and 12: 1934 and 2001

Grade 4 Grade 8
sool 5nol
250 -~ 290]
240 280
230 a0 | T
| .
220 271¢ 260 | 955 ¢—9 261
210 250
207
0| M) 240
190 | 230 |
o o]

1994 2001

1994 2

001

Grade 12

500}
310
300
290
280
270
260
250

o

294
283

284

be considered before inter-
preting these results. Addi-
tional information about the
performance of students by
type of school can be found
in the full report, The Nation’
Report Card: Geography 2001,
as well as on the NAEP Web

Site at htep://nces.ed.gov/
nationsreportcard.

O Nonpublic @ Public

* Significantly different from 1994.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education,
Office of Educational Research and
Improvement, National Center for
Education Statistics, National
Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography

1994 2001

Achievement-Level Resulis
by Type of School

Achievement-level results for students attend-
ing public and nonpublic schools are pre-
sented in the figures to the right. They
indicate that a higher percentage of eighth-
grade public school students were at or above
the Basic achievement level in 2001 than in
1994. Comparing student performance by
type of school in 2001 shows that higher
percentages of nonpublic school students than
of public school students were at or above the
Basic and the Proficient achievement levels at

all three grades.

Nonpublic

90

80 80
10 s
s )" -
50| | -
40 | | -

30| L 30

20 2|2 L 20

Al

0 0

q % at or ahove Basic
4 % at or above Proficient

‘94 'O
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T
Grade 8

M @
8L oL
n 80
g |31 3 32
(] L I !J!
'84 M ‘94 0 ‘94 '
Grade 4 Grade8  Grade 12

* Significantly different from 1994.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and
Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP), 1994 and 2001 Geography Assessments.
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school jactors

Teacher and Student Factors Play
a Role in Geography Performance

Students who participated in
the NAEP 2001 geography
assessment and their teachers
answered questions related to
their background and their
experiences at school. The

responses were used to
investigate whether relation-
ships exist berween these
factors and students’ perfor-
mance on the geography
assessment. Some of these

findings are presented here
and on the next two pages.
While these findings may
suggest positive or negative
relationships between perfor-
mance and particular factors,

it is important to note that
these relationships are not
necessarily causal: there are
many factors that may play a
role in students’ geography
performance.

Computer Use

Using computers to enhance
learning has been an impor-
tant challenge for educators in
all content areas. The teachers
of fourth- and eighth-grade
students who participated in
the NAEP 2001 geography

assessment were asked about
the extent to which they use
CD-ROM s or the Internet for
social studies instruction. As
shown in the bar chart below,

fourth- and eighth-graders in

Fourth- and eighth-grade average scores by extent of use of

CD-ROMs for reference: 2001

Grade 4
500

Grade 8

A}

-
-

210

263

260
250

240

230
220

26,
a1 214

210

205
200 |—| |—

o[

Not

atall extent extent

Small Moderate Large
extent

Small Moderate Large
extent extent extent

Not
atall

2001 whose teachers reported
having their stcudents use CD-
ROM s to a small or moderate
extent had higher average
geography scores than those
whose teachers reported not

.using CD-ROMs at all. As

shown in the pie charts below,
about two-thirds of fourth-
and eighth-graders had
teachers who reported using
CD-ROMs o look up

reference works.

Percentage of fourth- and eighth-graders by
extent of use of CD-ROMs for reference: 2001

Grade 4

Small extent — 48%

Moderate extent — 14%
Large extent - 2%

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001

Geography Assessment.
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geography scores than those
whose teachers did not have
them use the Internet ar all.

As shown in the bar chart
below, fourth-graders in
2001 whose teachers had
their students use the
Internet to a small or moder-
ate extent had higher average

Fourth- and eighth-grade average scores by extent of
Internet use: 2001

Grade 4 Grade 8

300

Eighth-graders whose teachers
had them use the Internet to a
large extent had higher average

= s
210 1T

261 [
260 55 —
&9

250 - — 1 |~
240 e
230 e e
220 “T216 —

212 &
210 — =& .

203

200 | |—

o[

VNot Small Moderate Large Not

atall extent extent extent atall extent extent

The bar chart below indicates
that twelfth-graders who
reported using the Internet

or large extent had a higher
average score than those who

Twelfth-grade average scores by extent of Internet
and CD-ROM use: 2001

500
x
00—~ — —— - — -
29
290 292
B0 |~y ]
280 i
270 |- - 31 U I
oL

th atall  Small extent Moderate extent Large extent

Small Moderate Large
extent

and CD-ROM s to a moderate

and four-fifths of eighth-
graders in 2001 had teachers
who reported having their
students use the Internet to
retrieve information.

scores than those whose
teachers had them use the
Internet to a small extent or
not at all. The pie charts
below indicate that about
two-thirds of fourth-graders

Percentage of fourth- and eighth-graders by extent of
Internet use: 2001

Small extent —45%

Moderate extent - 29%
Small extent —47%

Large extert —4%

Not at all - 20%

about three-quarters of twelfth-
graders used the Interner and

CD-ROM:s.

said they did so to a small
extent or not at all. The pie
chart below indicates thac

Percentage of twelfth-graders by extent of Internet
and GD-ROM use: 2001

Grade 12

Moderate extent— 29%
Small extent —32%

i Large extent—13%
Notatall— 26%

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001

Geography Assessment.

1012




Geography Highlights 2001

- sehool factors

Geography Topics Studied: Countries and Cultures

Ac grades 8 and 12, students
were asked how frequently they
studied countries and cultures.
In 2001, 63 percent of eighth-
graders said they studied
countries and cultures almost

every day or once or twice a
week. Eighth-graders who
never studied countries and
cultures had lower scores, on
average, than students who did
50 at least once or twice a month.

Eighth- and twelfth-grade average scores hy frequency of
studying countries and cultures: 2001

At grade 12, 52 percent of
students reported studying this
topic almost every day or
weekly. Furthermore, twelfth-
graders who never studied

countries and cultures had
lower average scores than
students who did so ar least
once or twice a month.

Percentage of eighth- and twelfth-graders by
frequency of studying countries and cultures: 2001

(GeopraphylASsessmenty

Grade 8 Grade 12

SDOJ_ — __
288 ———gop—

290 205 288248
280 m— — I
270 4 =

263 268 264
260 i e A e T e T e B o R
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0 i ) gl e e : . N
Never or Onceor Onceor Almost Never or Once or Onceor Almost fice or twice a manth
hardly twice twice  every hardly twice twice  every
ever amonth aweek day ever amonth aweek  day

Grade 8

Once or twice a week — 32%

OREG &5 Mpendtmmi o i, 0tos o FApeftoned Baspich g inprovemen®NationaliCentediofEducationiStatisticsYNationallAssessmentoflEducationallprogresSYNAGS
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The Nation’'s Report Card
sample quesiions

Sample Geography Questmns

A better understanding of assessment. The tables that oval corresponding to the on content—students may
students’ performance on the  accompany these sample correct multiple-choice have made minor spelling
NAEP 2001 geography questions show two types of ~ response is filled in. For and grammatical errors that
assessment can be gained by percentages: the overall the constructed-response would not have affected their
examining sample test ques- percentage of scudents questions, sample student score. In addition, the

tions and students’ responses  answering the question responses are presented along  content area is identified for
to them. The questions successfully and the percent-  with brief descriptions of how  each sample question.

shown here—one multiple- age of students at each the responses were scored. Additional sample questions
choice and one or two achievement level answering ~ Because it was a timed test of  can be viewed on the NAEP
constructed-response ques- successfully. For the multiple-  geography knowledge and Web Site ac huep://

tions for each grade—were choice questions shown, the  skills, scoring was based solely  nces.ed.gov/nationsreporicard.
used in the 2001 geography

Erade 4 Sample (uesitions and ReSponses

[ Fomrii-arals lnijple-Ciniee Qrasion | Percentage correct within achievement-level intervals
Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
This question assessed correct 186 and below™ 187-238* 240-275* 276 and ahove™*
33 22 28 56 —

students’ understanding
*NAEP geography scale range.

of how geography plays a ~—Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

: B SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and improvement, National Center
role in conflict among for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography Assessment.
nations.

Key
= National Baundaries
AR Mountaine
% Gussland
D Desert
Hc
[Avon
[Joa

| e S
Iinch = 100 miles

L
Zo ( -~

NATION D
w—'—t

Which two nations are most likely to have a conflict over mineral resources?

® Nation A and Nation B
Nation A and Nation C
O Nation A and Nation D
@ Nation C and Nation D

GeagraphylContenAneay

Spatial Dynamics and Connections
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Geography Highlights 2001
sample questions

question were scored
according to a four-level
guide as:

¢ “Complete”;
¢ “Essential”;
® “Partial”; or
e “Inappropriate.”

This question required
students to draw a map
on a grid using written
descriptions of features
of a town.

Responses scored
“Complete” correctly
located all four features
and drew the length and
width to scale in the
correct direction.

f * £y
| Faordi-Greale Exiamlas) GopsirsianHiesponse (nesinn | Percentage “Complete” within achievement-level intervals :
* Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced !
Responses to this “Complete” 186 and below*  187-239* 240-275* 276 and ahove*
11 0 6 32 —

*NAEP geography scale range.

—Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National Center for
Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography Assessment.

Sample “Complete” Response

LITTLE TOWN

- Width: 4.0 miles east to west

— Length: 3.0 miles north to south

-~ Main Street runs east to west through the town.
— The school is on the northeast side of town.

—  Phelps Park is on the southwest side of town.

— Runt River runs north to south through the town.

On the grid below, each square is one mile wide and one mile long. Draw a map
of Little Town on the grid. Draw the town’s borders. Then, use the symbols in the
key below to draw the features listed above.

(8 school ?1 ® Scale
=m Street | N L 1= 1 mile

. j _
@ Park W+E

~~=River l s

| Gougraply Guutent frees

Space and Place
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The Nation’s Report Card

sample questions

r EDU G radelextenae flConSIUCIE GRRE S0 s eAUE ST ] Percentage “Essential” or better within achievement-level intervals |
" Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
This “Essential” response “Essential” or better 186 and below*  187-239* 240-275* 276 and above*
, 28 1 25 65 - |
correctly located four AP o o e
. *NAEP geography scale range.
features but did not —Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National
correctly draw the Iength Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography
and width to scale. Assessment.
Sample “Essential” Response
Key
T Scal
@ School ocale .
= Street N | L 1= 1 mile
@ Park w l E
=~ River | s
Geography ContentfAreay
Space and Place
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@@]@ S@ﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ @@@@ﬁﬁ@m@ and Responses
l

Ehiil-Erenls (hib-Ghaies

This question asked
students to interpret a
kind of map they may
never have seen to
determine exactly what
kind of information it
provides and doesn't
provide.

Geography Highlights 2001
sample quesiions

jl Percentage correct within achievement-level intervals
Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
correct 241 and below* 242-281* 282-314* 315 and above™
70 37 74 91 97

*NAEP geography scale range.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and improvement, National Center for

Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography Assessment.

MASSACHUSETTS BAY TRANSIT AUTHORITY RAPID TRANSIT LINES

WONDERLAND

BOSTON NORIHALP1ON

COLLEG

B

CLEVELAND.
IRCLE

g HORTH CUINGY
<
.
R

HEATH roarsTon

RIVERSIDE s i v

RAPID TRANSIT INTS e
COMMUTER RAU | INES e==s=s|

FOREST QUINCY CENTER

HILLS
MATTAPAN

BRAINTREE

Which question could you answer based only on the information in the map?

@

@
©
O

At what times do the public trains arrive?
How much time does it take to go from Forest Hills to Oak Grove?
How many miles is it from one station to another?

How can one travel from Alewife to the Aquarium by public train?

| Goagrapy Gontem Arees

Spatial Dynamics and Connections
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sample questions

[ ri-Erais Short GonsteiBi-paponss (iesen | Percentage “Complete” within achievement-level intervals }

Responses to this
question were scored
according to a three-
level guide as:

e “Complete”;
¢ “Partial”; or
¢ “Inappropriate.”

This question measured
students' understanding
of the interaction between
human beings and the
environment.

Responses scored “Com-
plete” provided two

reasons for the high rate
of tropical deforestation.

] Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
! “Complete” 241 and below* 242-281* 282-314* 315 and above*
f 22 6 18 38 —

*NAEP geography scale range.
—Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National
Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography
Assessment.

Sample “Complete” Response

Tropical forests are being destroyed at the rate of at least eleven million hectares
each year, an area the size of Pennsylvania. About half of all tropical forests are
already gone.

Discuss two major reasons for this high rate of tropical deforestation.
» . ’ ’ 4
_Qmg AQBAA 10 30 Prulddima, 38 citioo -

Ar7] J.a’l 12 7 01 Q29N LA /-.-_«Ot (LOAALLLA ’} 1/ 74(#)
A /10 ,i/.u moO) SNe 0

410 .".'.. “45.‘;—' pc /UL

) »
.__4{_ J .‘ 4'.'1.‘. 4 (LA (/ <t ’.‘A!
9 U
| Cengpenhy Guuont Arees

Environment and Society
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Geography Highlights 2001
sample questions

|

@@]@ ﬂZ? Sample ‘M@gﬁﬁ@m@ and Respenses

1
| talitn-Greals Dinkple-Ehetss (hesiing

This question asked
students to demonstrate
an understanding of

the conventions used

JI Percentage correct within achievement-level intervals
Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
correct 269 and below* 270-304* 305-338* 339 and above*
78 46 86 99 —

*NAEP geography scale range.

—Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National Center for
Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography Assessment.

in what is known as a
“flow map."”

The
®

® 0 ©

MOVEMENT OF AN IMPORTANT INTERNATIONAL PRODUCT

varying widths of the lines on the map most probably indicate the
strength of ocean currents

type of trade

volume of trade

type of transportation used

| Gengraply Ganlein Aee:

Space and Place
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The Nation’s Report Card
sample questions

[ Thwellli-Grak Shart CopsisisiHesponss (hesing | Percentage “Complete” within achievement-level intervals

Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Responses to this ‘ “Complete” 269 and helow*  270-304* 305-338* 339 and above*

. [ 47 17 52 70 -
questlon were scored e
*NAEP geography scale range.

according to a three- —Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, National
level gL“de as: Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography
° “Complete"- Assessment.

’
o “Partial”; or
« “Inappropriate.” Sample “Complete” Response

This question deals with SOUTHWEST ASIA

:’ \~\ ‘.)
the interaction between L -~ -
humans and the natural s rd
environment. Although tran o
some students may /K'“
have been able to '\)
answer without referring S {

N : /20 N
to the map, others Egypt \\ \\ Saudi Qa‘i’){é/&;\,f ~.
could use it to gain ) W™ { Oman )
valuable information AN it

. N
about the region. 0 600 mi Rey
0 600 km w E —=m-= « National Boundarics
$ — = Rivers

Responses scored
“Complete” provided

two valid reasons why
river valleys were Give two reasons why early civilizations flourished in the valley of the Tigris and

important to the early Euphrates rivers.

civilization of Iraq.

The TiGris and Euphwas Kivers made these

vy (vilizahors FluvidSh Yeause of faamivy,

| Geagrply Gosm Arees

Environment and Society




Geography Highlights 2001

sample quesiions

| Tali-Greah Sar anstructed-Respanse

Responses to this
question were scored
according to a three-
level guide as:

e “Complete”;

e “Partial”; or

¢ “Inappropriate.”

This question measured
students’ ability to read
and understand popula-
tion pyramids.

Responses scored
“Complete” accurately
described the difference
between the population
patterns for people age
60 and over in the two
countries and gave a
plausible explanation for
the difference.

Percentage “Complete” wathm achnevement Ievel mtervals 1

3 |
/ Overall percentage Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced |
; “Complete” 269 and below* 270-304* 305-338* 339 and above* l
16 2 15 33 — i

J S |

'NAEP geography sca!e range
—Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educationa! Research and Improvement, National Center
for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2001 Geography Assessment.

Sample “Gomplete” Response

COUNTRY 1
Age Distribution
Male Female
% of % of
Age | Total Total| Age
Pop’n Pop'n
70+ [1.0% [11 1.2%[70 +
60-69] 1.6% [ 11 1.8% | 60-69
50-59 2.6% | [ 2.7%50-59
40-49[3.9% [ I 4.0% | 40-49
30-39]5.6% | [ 5.5%|30-39
20-29[7.7% [ 7.7%]20-29
10-19{10.4% [ [ 10.4%] 10-19
0-9 NN7.0%[ | 16.9%| 0-9
COUNTRY 2
Age Distribution
Male Female
% of % of
Age | Total Total| Age
Pop'n Pop’n
70+ [29% | 42%|70+
60-69] 3.7% | 4.3% | 60-69
50-59| 4.7% [ 4.8%]50-59
40-49]5.8% |- ] [ 5.7% ] 40-49
30-39] 8.2% [ [ 8.3% | 30-39
20-29193% [ | 9.2%[20-29
10-19] 7.5% [ 7.1%[10-19
0-9 [7.3% | 7.0%| 0-9

Describe the difference in population patterns for people age 60 and over in coun-
tries 1 and 2. Give one possible explanation for the difference you have identified.

Couwndnud £wo hed a doragn portism
of Yhae pépulation ogud 6D o1 oven,
dhis Could. g XD L Mo
m&\)omuk Modical

{0 o /uo)\m MQ.

| Borgrephy Contemd freas

Spatial Dynamics and Connections
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n the Web

http://nces.ed.gov/nationsre

2001

National Center for
Education Statistics

More Information

Additional results and decailed
information about the NAEP

2001 geography assessment can be o
found on the NAEP Web Site. m fast “one-stop” access to free NAEP publications and assessment data

Additional NAEP publicati . “ " . . .
e oo o oms R national and state “report cards” on student achievement in core subject areas
such as reading, math, and science

The NAEP Web Site offers a wealth of assessment information, publications, and
analysis tools, including

U.S. Department of Education

ED Pubs m sample test questions, student responses, and scoring guides

PO. Box 1398 . . .

Jessup, MD 20794-1398 interactive data analysis tool and student performance results from past NAEP
1-877-4ED-PUBS assessments

(1-877-433-7827) calendars of current NAEP events, training, and professional development
Additional information about the activities

NAEP geography framework can . ) ) ) ) . )
be found on the National technical assistance and online discussions with leading assessment and

Assessment Governing Board Web subject-matter experts
Site at hup:fwww.nagh.org.

United States
Department of Education
ED Pubs

8242-B Sandy Court
Jessup, MD 20794-1398
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